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Let me mention another group to my

colleagues, the Consumers Union.
These are folks who produce Consumer
Reports; you know when you go to look
at buying a car, an appliance, and you
take their word for what is happening,
you do a comparison look. This is what
they said on Wednesday June 12: No
health care reform this year is better
than a bill with the Republican MSA
proposal attached. The inclusion, and I
quote, of the Republican MSA proposal
in the Kassebaum-Kennedy bill makes
the legislation worse than a wash for
consumers. It takes us backward in our
efforts to make health insurance acces-
sible and affordable.

MSA’s are a time bomb. They turn
the very principle of insurance on its
head. Instead of pooling resources to
take care of people when they get sick,
MSA’s funnel money away from doc-
tors’ bills and into accounts that will
help healthy people accumulate
wealth.

Please, understand that we have an
opportunity to do something good for
working families and health care, not
through what the Speaker of the House
wants to do with medical savings ac-
counts.
f

WHO REALLY SPEAKS FOR THE
CHILDREN?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FOX
of Pennsylvania). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. GUTKNECHT] is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, when
talking about children, there is one
significant difference between Demo-
crats and Republicans. Democrats be-
lieve it takes Washington programs
and Washington spending and Washing-
ton bureaucrats to raise a child.

Republicans disagree. After 30 years
of excessive taxation, after 30 years of
a failed welfare system, after 30 years
of a rapidly failing public education
system, after 30 years of a deteriorat-
ing justice system, Republicans have a
different answer—in just three words—
two responsible parents. That’s what it
takes to raise a child successfully
today—two responsible parents.

We should not be asking the question
‘‘what should government do for chil-
dren.’’ Instead, our question should be
‘‘What must we do to get parents to do
more.’’ What children need is not more
Government spending but a mother and
a father who care about them. Ameri-
cans have correctly lost patience with
Washington, but they have not lost
their compassion for the children and
their commitment to the common
good.

When talking about children, Repub-
licans begin with three principles:

First, that the moral health of a na-
tion is no less important than its eco-
nomic or military strength. That fact
is, you cannot have a healthy moral
environment to raise children in Amer-
ica when 12-year-olds are having ba-
bies, 15-year-olds are killing each

other, 17-year-olds are dying of AIDS
and 18-year-olds are graduating with
diplomas they cannot read. If we are to
restore the moral health of America,
this behavior has got to stop,

Second, it is the results, not the
rhetoric, that counts. Anyone can
sound compassionate, but the truly
compassionate are those that go out
and find ways to make the lives of our
children more happy and healthy, and

Third, we must be willing to face our-
selves in the mirror and be honest with
the American people about the failure
of the Washington welfare system to
help those who need it most. It is our
responsibility as elected officials to ac-
knowledge that Washington got it
wrong, so that next time we can get it
right.

We have created a welfare trap in
this country that literally enslaves
generations of Americans on Govern-
ment assistance. Our welfare system
has deprived hope, diminished oppor-
tunity, and destroyed the lives of our
precious children.

Just look at our inner cities. You’ll
meet a generation fed on food stamps
but starved of nurturing and hope.
You’ll see second graders who don’t
know their ABC’s; fourth graders who
cannot add or subtract.

Yet every year Washington spends
more money on more programs to help
more people—expanding the welfare
trap from one community to another,
from one family to another, from one
child to another from one generation
to another.

The Washington bureaucracy is well
intentioned, but what the Democrats
don’t understand is that raising more
taxes to hire more bureaucrats to ex-
pand a welfare system that doesn’t
work now will only make matters
worse later.

And welfare isn’t the only problem
facing children. Among industrialized
nations at the start of this decade, we
had the most murders the worst
schools the most abortions the highest
infant mortality the most illegitimacy
the most one-parent families the most
children in jail and the most children
on goverment aid. We were first only in
the number of lawyers and lawsuits.

A Washington-based social policy
does not help children. It destroys
them. It does not keep families to-
gether. It tears them apart. Instead of
turning urban areas of America into
shining cities on a hill, it has made
them into war zones where no one
dares go out at night and often in the
day as well. Instead of turning schools
into bastions of knowledge and learn-
ing it has served as an employment
agency for bureaucrats.

Washington politicians drag children
to Washington to hear a couple of
speeches by Washington politicians and
Washington lobbyists. I want parents
to take their children to school on
weekdays and to religious services on
Sundays.

Washington politicians talk the talk.
We need to do the work.

And that work begins with welfare.
Let me state this clearly so there is no
confusion. We have spent over $5 tril-
lion on welfare related programs, and
yet we have more poverty, more crime,
more drug addiction, more broken fam-
ilies, and more immoral behavior. The
Washington welfare system is broken.
The Washington welfare system does
not work. The Washington welfare sys-
tem needs to be shut down. We need to
start over. Period.

Right now, there are alternatives to
the Washington welfare bureaucracy
that are less expensive and work better
than the current system. Let me just
mention two.

Why does Habitat for Humanity work
so much better than HUD? Because
Habitat for Humanity first requires re-
cipients to learn the responsibility of
home ownership, then requires them to
build a home for someone else, and
only then do they build their own
home. What does HUD require? Abso-
lutely nothing. Do you see the dif-
ference? The private charity requires
something of the individual. The Wash-
ington bureaucracy requires only
something from the taxpayer.

Why does Earning for Learning work
so much better than the Washington
Department of Education? Earning for
Learning pays young children in inner
cities to read books. The more books
they read, the more money they make.
They gain knowledge and learn about
positive incentives. Who does the
Washington Department of Education
educate? Absolutely no one. Do you see
the difference? The Private charity
produces results. The Washington bu-
reaucracy produces rules, regulations
and not much else.

The current Washington-based wel-
fare system demands no responsibility,
no work ethic, no learning, no commit-
ment, and in the end, no pride. What
we need is locally based solutions that
involve local citizens working with
local children on a face-to-face, person-
to-person basis.

Spending more on the current Wash-
ington welfare system will not help
children. It’s time we take away the
blindfold and accept reality. We have
to rebuild parents, families, and com-
munities, but you cannot do it from
high-rise office buildings in Washing-
ton. It has to be done at home, in
school and on Sunday.

Changing the welfare system will
help children. Encouraging families to
stay together will help children. Put-
ting welfare recipients back to work
will help children. Restoring the work
ethic will help children. Improving the
quality of local education will help
children. Encouraging spirituality will
help children.

But even that is not enough. It’s time
we tackle the problem of American cul-
ture. We have grown to accept pros-
titution on our streets, crime in our
neighborhoods, and garbage on tele-
vision and in movies. This compla-
cency has to stop.
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And so the question for America is

whether we move into the future, or re-
main in the past. Do we demand more
from parents, or do we leave it to
Washington to solve all our ills? Do we
return control of education to the local
community, or do we run education
from a Federal department in Washing-
ton? Do we change the welfare system
and restore hope and optimism to the
next generation, or do we continue to
accept the welfare world of depend-
ency, illegitimacy and despair?

And most importantly, do we make a
real commitment to improve the lives
of children across the country, or do we
use children as political pawns in the
upcoming election?
f
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MFN AND HUMAN RIGHTS IN
CHINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FOX
of Pennsylvania). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentlewoman
from California [Ms. PELOSI] is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, today the
Subcommittee on International Oper-
ations and Human Rights of the Com-
mittee on International Relations,
under the leadership of the chairman,
the gentleman from New Jersey, CHRIS-
TOPHER SMITH, held a hearing on most-
favored-nation status for China and
human rights in China. The purpose of
the hearing was to take a measure of
whatever progress might have occurred
in China since our last review of most-
favored-nation status.

Today, many distinguished witnesses
testified to who will give you docu-
mentation on the worsening state of
human rights in China and Tibet. I
commend them for their ongoing ef-
forts to shine the public light on a ter-
rible situation, for their continuing
fight to assist those who promote free-
dom and basic human rights. Their ex-
pertise and in some cases their willing-
ness to expose themselves, their
friends, and families to danger in order
to document the continuing egregious
violations of human rights in China
and Tibet is inspiring and I look for-
ward to their presentations.

It is important to note for the record
that according to the State Depart-
ment’s own Annual Reports on Human
Rights Practices for 1995, as well as
Amnesty International, Human Rights
Watch, the International Campaign for
Tibet and other reputable independent
human rights organizations, repression
in China and Tibet continues. The
State Department’s own report docu-
ments the failure of constructive en-
gagement to improve human rights in
China, and notes that,

The experience of China in the past few
years demonstrates that while economic
growth, trade, and social mobility create an
improved standard of living, they cannot by
themselves bring about greater respect for
human rights in the absence of a willingness
by political authorities to abide by the fun-
damental international norms.

It is clear that as the Beijing regime
consolidates its power by increasing its
foreign reserves through trade and the
sale of weapons, China’s authoritarian
rulers are tightening their grip on free-
dom of speech, religion, press, and
thought in China and Tibet.

Today we hear comparatively little
about those fighting for freedom in
China not because they are all busy
making money, but because they have
been exiled, imprisoned, or otherwise
silenced by China’s Communist leaders.
According to the State Department’s
report, ‘‘by year’s end almost all public
dissent against the central authorities
was silenced.’’ We cannot allow this to
continue. If they are not allowed to
speak out for themselves, we must
speak out on their behalf. We cannot
forget the indomitable spirits of Wei
Jingsheng, Bao Tong, Chen Ziming,
Tong Yi, and the hundreds of thousands
of others, known and unknown, who
suffer under China’s repressive regime.

Our great country is ignoring the
plight of China’s pro-democracy activ-
ists. In the process, we are not only un-
dermining freedom in China, but we are
also losing our ability to speak out for
freedom and human rights throughout
the world.

There is some reason for hope. I
would like to bring to the attention of
my colleagues here today an event held
in San Francisco over the past week-
end. Over 20 rock groups and other mu-
sical artists participated in a 2 day Ti-
betan Freedom concert to bring atten-
tion to the plight of the people of
Tibet. Organized by the Milarepa Fund
and the Beastie Boys, this concert was
attended by over 100,000 young people
who can take the message about Tibet
to communities across this Nation. The
energy and enthusiasm of the concert
participants was inspiring and dem-
onstrates that the fight for basic
human rights is being taken up by the
younger generation. The participants
in the concert, like the pro-democracy
activists in China, are the future. Our
cause will utlimately prevail, but we
must keep up the fight.

The past few months have seen China
act to intimidate the people of Taiwan
in their democratic elections, diminish
democratic freedoms in Hong Kong,
crack down on freedom of religion by
Christians in China and Buddhists in
Tibet, and smuggle AK–47s into the
United States via its state-run compa-
nies.

The MFN vote provides us with the
only opportunity to demonstrate our
concern about United States-China re-
lations and our determination to make
trade fairer, the political climate freer
and the world safer. I urge our col-
leagues not to turn their backs on
these important principles.
f

WE MUST REBUILD AMERICA, AND
PUT AMERICA FIRST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. WAMP] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I am prob-
ably a minority within this body, not
just because I am a freshman, but be-
cause I did not come to Washington
with wealth or money, to speak of. I
had a good job. I have a nice home. I
have a loving wife and two small chil-
dren. I have a lot to be grateful for.
But I came here not to represent Wall
Street, but to work real hard for Main
Street. I came here to look after the
underdog, the little guy, the working
folks in this country that right now I
think are having a hard time.

I am not talking about people on
minimum wage. That is 3 percent of
the work force. That is people at a
starting level, just coming into the
work force. I am talking specifically
about the other 97 percent of the work
force that are making more than mini-
mum wage. They are also having a very
difficult time today.

The gentlewoman from Washington
talked about the special interest
groups, Mr. Speaker, the PAC money,
the influence these lobbyists actually
have in Washington now. I am one of
the very few Members of this body who
do not take any of their money. I listen
to the folks back in Polk County and
Meigs County and small counties in
east Tennessee. They are the ones that
sent me here. They are the ones I take
my campaign contributions from. They
are the ones I listen to.

I listen to small business people real
close to the ground, and I think they
are having a difficult time. They are
overtaxed, they are overlitigated, they
are overregulated. I think of small
business people like my father, who in
the 1950’s paid less than 10 percent of
every dollar he made to the Govern-
ment, total: Federal Government,
State government, local government
combined, less than 10 cents of every
dollar. Today that obligation in this
country is about half of every dollar a
man or woman makes goes to the Gov-
ernment. It is climbing to where, when
my children are my age, it is going to
be more than 80 cents of every dollar.
How much can we pay as a free nation
and a free people in taxes?

We are overlitigated: too many law-
suits in America. We need lawyers in
America, but we do not need this many
lawsuits. We do not need so many law-
suits. We need tort reform, clean up
the legal system, make it quicker and
cleaner if you have a dispute. Frankly,
we have too many lawyers in this body.
We have 148 lawyers in Congress. No
wonder the laws that are passed here
help lawyers make money. We have too
many lawyers in Congress.

We are overregulated. Frankly, a lot
of our businesses are moving overseas
because our regulations are extreme.
Because of the new Congress, EPA and
OSHA are making some reforms and
going in the right direction. There has
been a lot of screaming and yelling
since we got here, this new Congress,
but the fact is those agencies that have
been screaming and yelling are actu-
ally making the reforms that we have
advocated.
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